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Abstract

This study was to examine the reliability and validity of the Chinese version of the Revised-posi- tive
version of Rosenberg Self-Esteem Scale. Item discrimination, reliability and validity of the scale were
adopted to analyze the data from 6 samples of 1166 including high school students, college students,
adults and servicemen. Results shown that discrimination indices of items were good in different
samples; Internal consistency reliability coefficient of the scale was 0.80 - 0.89 in samples of col-
lege students, adults and servicemen and test-retest reliability coefficient was 0.76 in sample of
high school students; exploratory factor analysis indicated that 39.67% - 51.21% of the variance
from samples of college students, adults and servicemen, which showed the scale had a good struc-
tural validity. These findings suggested the Chinese version of the Revised-positive version of Ro-
senberg Self-Esteem Scale had good reliability and validity.
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AFFE1166 L FHE. KEE, BALIKLENABRK6ANMEANBEEXN R, KH & HERRESR
W, BETEXSE. BEREE. FERRKE S CRRosenbergfitk H B EREHE AFEFHEH
HFh. ERER: FICHRRosenbergHtk HEBEREXNMEA LHTHE X4 EREF; BRAEREE. &
A~ BURENREAR T ) Cronbach a R E(7£0.83 - 0.89 8], Bih A REA A fR4E K E NS E R E0H0.76;
HESMERRY, BERERZE. BA. IRENEER LT EZRRELE39.67%~51.21%Z 7], 4
B ERE. 4RKRW, FCRRosenbergitk HEERAEH RFHNERE.
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1. 5]

Rosenberg H #5583 [ r) tH DLk, 1T~ L7 B 05 (8 A0 R 47 1045 R0 DL K i SCA 1 5 i 1 45 A0 35
(Schmitt & Allik, 2005), — B &MWL, HEIRTE Rosenberg H B R g HIH, HEZ(E ALY
JE 5 ¥y R AT 2% 82 1) (Rosenberg, 1965; Schmitt & Allik, 2005), {HFEE 7 EHE K R E AR iz A,
— BB E % R A R R AR 4. Boduszek 25 A\ (2013) 3T 2 P RIG UE 1 R 2R o0 A & B A
H B NP Rl X se AR I R 4ERE, BIRIRK [ % (positive self-esteem) A1 % [ & (negative self-esteem), —
HIF R R AR, PoEmgs BEORRFE. tin, Supple 25 A\ (2013)7E % 2L BT N AIEL I Gt 5 4E 1)
SN R, BERSCHF M DA RN B 5, T DR R BT S L I Bl SCRERTE
AAE R B ) SB35 S T D AR AR B B, (HE D AR BT R R RO R SR A ST AL

— e E AN Rosenberg [ 258 A K 45 SR H T T80 H 2R 7 A 1 75 R 80N 3 B0 (Urban,
Szigeti, Kokonyei, & Demetrovics, 2014) . J7 R0 /& i B I J7 V6T A2 Bl 2 i A 2 5 RS i AR e, ok
Vi 2 — A 2 S 1) v 4y B E B PR RN R R IR 2 a2 BT E B IE 1) R0A I R5R A BE 23 R
(Greenberger, Chen, Dmitrieva, & Farruggia, 2003; Marsh, Scalas, & Nagengast, 2010; Urban, Szigeti, Koko-
nyei, & Demetrovics, 2013). Greenberger %5 A (2003)¥f Rosenberg [ & 241 5 > S [ 22 3R (930 H 41
1E1A) R J5 43 3] 10 AN IE 1) ZIR (A 5 2353, 4 Rosenberg H B XA 1) 5 /N IE 1) 2R 1 I H 42 1H 2
) R S5 193] 10 A Ia R RTH A B B X . /TR, Rosenberg H ¥ & &2 A HE IEMEAI AV ) — 4k
BR, MBSO GBI 5 8RB B R Y A B R,

Greenberger 25 A (2003)i8 K BLAAMK B 8RR 7 HA RIFIMEBE AN, & BA 58RI AR B
R KRR P D A R A 2 BV A S LA ) S50 o B4, RN B 5 3R B i P 1 B SO T 5
(Supple, Su, Plunkett, Peterson, & Bush, 2013), % T #k B & &R MA MR 5, 724Kk B 1w 84,
F e R H REDR. SR, H A AR 5 SR AR Sl 2 DO S, AR ESCLTE
W03E A B TR (B A, PR, fIO0E S JHV/I, 2012)0 ARSOKR KL IEFRRK B 251 53R 1S 205 A P2
Ky FEARNBEFEA RN R SaH T E A
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2. AR GE
2.1, ¥k

A FC T FH AU 6 AN REAR AR

FEAR 1 R 45 6 1 K2 156 44 KA AR Al Ho A 5328 78 44, %4 78 44, “F414E 1% 20.88 2 (SD = 1.68).

FEAR 2 HH 351 24 A o T3 PE 196 N, ZoPE 154 N, A 1 AR PR, P2 456 30.50 % (SD = 11.28).

FEA 3 B4 R 173 BRFEA M. B4 22 N, &4 151 A, “FI4ERE 20.74 % (SD = 1.60).

FEA 4 B 98 I FE NN K. BT N, L1 N, “FIFEE 25.96 £ (SD = 4.56). H AT 35
N, 8%k 28 N, JHBi5 35 N

FEA 5 f Ry K2 255 kst M k. BAE 79N, w172 N, 4 NRIRGEER], FRER
20.94 % (SD = 0.95).

BEA 6 B 113 LR Ak, B 54 N, @A 59 N, “FHIERS 16.30 % (SD = 0.61). iZFE AW 1 7
&b 4 AT EN

22. fiRTHR

HHICRR Rosenberg FUAK H LR . L 10 MELH, EMIERMRA, i “REBRALEGRZER
HOWHrI 7”7, RH LGERATFE)~-5(Ge &R A) mikidsr. 4 Greenberger 25 A\ (2003)%%%, % LA
BA RGHESE, 7T LA IR A R s SR 18 5 V538

2.3. Gt oA
K SPSS17.0 Xt i) B HEAT BAR IR . t 15, MR BEE T R R IR R 0.
3. R

3.1 R ERE

KRR AT I AR N X 7 BERT IR 1485 . T H S B H 5SER DM, FEA 1 1M REE
0.61~0.76 X [f]; FEA 2 [FAHC REUTE 0.55~0.75 Z [A]; FEAS 3 FIAHOC REUAE 0.59~0.76 2 Al FEA 4 HIAH
S RBE 0.62~0.79 2 [i]; BEA 5 [RIAHK REAE 0.60~0.78 Z [, 5 MEEAH & H 58 % B/ A
L F] 0.01 /K IR (LK 1),

32. REHKE

WER—EME S AR 1 EFEAS 5 IR B B &R 1) Cronbach a %0474 0.87. 0.83. 0.86. 0.89.
0.87.
EISEE: FEA 6 ARG 4 F B SIS 2800 0.76.

3.3. MEHRE

W EEARBAR A TIR B R R W E A ERLR . 4R TR, FEAR 1 2R 5 1 KMO 50 1E 7>
79 0.85. 0.87. 0.83. 0.86. 0.87, i 5 MEAMI K NG G AT ZE 2 47; Bartlett BREAI L~ 77 {H
MFEAS 1 ZFEA 5 43514 597.40(df = 45). 924.83(df = 45). 670.24(df = 45). 449.92(df = 45). 948.60(df =
45), REVEKF 0.001, B AR & A 3L K7 R AT REE

KA ERS T, WEME 1 ARER, SEANRRARESRNEL 1, SRR
N, B E B ERPE) 10 M8 H 2 B FMHSFEE R MWFEAR 1 ZREAR 5, S i — A3 [F R 3 AR

&)



WRaESE

Ty
ey

Table 1. Item analysis of revised-positive version of Rosenberg self-esteem scale

=1 RIREEERWBSTER

FEAR 1 FEA 2 FEAR 3 FEA 4 FEA 5
r h r h r h r h r h

TR

LEFIRYL, Xt S al=m 062 062 061 061 066 063 076 076 0.60 0.59

2 I R A TR AT A I 071 070 070 070 063 061 072 071 070 070

B3I RATIR L 47 (1 it 062 061 065 067 070 071 076 075 067 0.67

4 FRBE0E SR A R 2 BN —FELF 068 069 057 057 062 064 069 069 060 060

5.3 A3 A LA R 2 EH1 B CHH by 070 070 069 070 068 067 067 067 078 0.79

6 AN REMWAE CRRAHN 076 076 075 076 076 077 079 080 077 078
TREB/BRE-NEMEIN, EO5MA—FFEHE 070 071 062 062 068 071 072 073 070 0.71
BIINARMEMN A CH EB N E 061 061 056 056 059 060 071 072 062 0.63
9MIIRE, RANARENEMH 071 071 056 054 066 064 062 061 065 064

10. 3% B SRR RIS B2 068 068 055 054 069 069 070 071 0.63 062

E: v NEH SRS, RPHTE r R p /AT 001 h IEE AT

{73579 4.63. 3.97. 4.45, 5.12, 4.56; J7 7= 5THRZ 70l 46.27%. 39.67%. 44.54%. 51.21%. 45.61%.
ZER IR, MR EEEREG RS .
4. ¥ig

AW 5T B AEPRZ TSR Rosenberg [ 25 3 78V BR 77 725 RS CH S 17 BRI 250CA TF 1] Bk ) 2 I 45 B AR
W [ 2 m ok i BN RE . B RR A A KA. RN IR EENIE 6 ANFEAR I BEEAT 5
MR, FEARBFICHI SRR P ZER T H X 7B BRI, #RM Cronbach o REITE 0.83 DL L, =l
fB5RERN 0.76. KRS REWIZERES MR LY BA BIFRIS5H80% . IX 360 F S Rosenberg
FEUMR 1 250 3R A P N R0 25 45 7 TR FR A 008 B O BRI R 22 2R, vl T 30E RO B 22 07 T I 7

AHEFXTH H Rosenberg H BRI & 5 B AT A — L5 R SLATHE 7 7R Rosenberg H B &%
rH R e A FR T H 25 S 51 AR S N w22, 3 BT 7T AR SRR Ry O] 5540 1 AR B B AR O
FHG A & 2 [A] () BK 22 (Urban, Szigeti, Kokonyei, & Demetrovics, 2014). X K KF#% T Rosenberg H & &%
FEAFE AT ST W00 IE M, T4 B 45 0 B AR AR B R R O B 1 38 41X — 7] @ (Supple, Su,
Plunkett, Peterson, & Bush, 2013). Ak, [ A SEHTR A SCRHR Rosenberg H 25 & A0 SN A 056 8 A7 ER
TR LA B 2 i G i S ) (L S 4, 2006) 0 — TR UG 5 30K 4 ) R 2 PR 7 92 08 B RS (1
W, S, FRIERH, 2010). AEFRAESESIIIVERN Z G R, HICH Rosenberg Atk H B R R AH
RIFESUE . AR A 2 — AR Z RN, W EEBIREE. R¥EAE . RARBUEEN, XA
IR IE AR AR AERNE . BRI FRMAAEANL, TR EEE R LB LELREFEN,
WA SR 9 I 75 A 1K e N\ B bR e I

5. &P
H1 32 B Rosenberg B £ 263 B BLIFAOAS E R0, 15E AT 208 R0 B2 7 T O 7
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